This study sets out to review the literature on 'the oral health of adults with intellectual disabilities' and would have benefitted from defining the term 'intellectual disabilities'. The research was carried out in the USA and it is important to appreciate the different terminology used in different countries, combined with the variety and complexity of disabilities limiting comparisons outside the host country.
Papers from across the world were included in the review but the study could have benefitted from using wider search terms to capture more literature as well as the use of grey literature and additional con- A non-weighted scoring system, totalling 10, was used to assess the quality of the studies included in the review with a minimum score of 3 allowing inclusion into the study. Use of these types of scoring systems is not recommended by the Cochrane Collaboration. 3 Owing to the methodological limitations the results of the review should be interpreted with care. The use of English only studies and narrow search terms must raise questions in relation to the reviews' conclusions which concentrate focus more on professionally focussed strategies to address disparities for patients with ID which
have not yet been fully elucidated.
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